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WELFARE REFORM BILL/Welfare Rolls and Criminals

SUBJECT: Family Self-Sufficiency Act of 1995 . . . H.R. 4. Santorum amendment No. 2477 to the Dole modified
perfecting amendment No. 2280 to the committee substitute amendment.

ACTION: AMENDMENT AGREED TO, 91-6

SYNOPSIS: As reported with a committee substitute amendment, H.R. 4, the Family Self-Sufficiency Act of 1995, will overha
6 of the Nation's 10 largest welfare programs.

The Dole modified perfecting amendment would strike the provisions of the committee substitute amendment and insert ir
thereof substitute provisions, entitled "The Work Opportunity Act of 1995."

The Santorum amendmentwould deny welfare to fugitive felons and to parole and probation violators. Further, State welfal
agencies would be required to provide information on welfare recipients to the police upon presentation of felony wreesets for
recipients. The amendment also would require States and the Department of Housing and Urban Development to provid
Immigration and Naturalization Service at least 4 times annually, and upon request, the names and addresses of kniems,illegal
as well as other specified information. Finally, the amendment would clarify the current-law requirement to suspend Aigsto Famr
with Dependent Children (AFDC) benefits to a caretaker relative for a child when that child is "temporarily absent" by defini
"temporarily absent" as an absence of 45 days or more, with a State option of changing the definition to mean any time p
between 30 days and 90 days. (No time period is specified in current law; consequently, when minors are incarceratgdacdten fol
at a time, their mothers sometimes continue to collect welfare checks for them.)

Those favoringthe amendment contended:

Most Americans would be surprised and outraged to learn that fugitive felons frequently sign up for welfare and that in n
States welfare agencies are forbidden to give any information on those felons to the police. Thieves, rapists, childandlester:
murderers are all given a blanket protection of "privacy." In Philadelphia, the Police Department informs us that betwei 65 pe
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and 75 percent of all the felons they catch are on welfare of some sort. These criminals would be much easier to captice if the

had access to welfare agencies' information. Oftentimes, the police have only old photographs or sketches and no retieble addre
Welfare agencies, on the other hand, have very reliable addresses because criminals want to make sure they get their handouts.
Additionally, welfare agencies frequently have recent photos of fugitives, plus they have their Social Security numbetsrdine Sa
amendment would correct this outrage by requiring welfare agencies to surrender information on fugitive felons to theotiodice. A

section of the amendment would stop welfare moms from collecting money to care for their children who are in jail. Chayently, t

can continue to collect welfare payments for months and even years while their children are locked up for heinous cremek. This

was never intended, but a loophole in the law allows it to happen. The Santorum amendment would make a simple correction to
current law to prevent this abuse. The changes in the Santorum amendment are long overdue, and should be noncontroversial. We
urge our colleagues to give it their support.

No arguments were expressed in opposition to the amendment.



